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swept away by the evil currents that are 
running so swiftly and powerfully all 
around us. Some, at any rate, wm neara- 
en 'to the voice of the church. She may 

l»jtve some of her own people.” 

% 
The 

POLYGAMOUS PRESBYTERIAN 

hey Are to Be Found Among Native; 

of the Congo Free State. 
Polygamy thrives in the Congo Free 

State, not alone without the medium of 
a Mormon Churh, but within tlxe Presby¬ 
terian Church, according to the descrip¬ 

tion which Re^. W. M. Morrison, a mis¬ 
sionary to that country for the Presby¬ 
terian denomination, presented to the 
congregation of the Central Presbyterian 

Church, last night. 
“Some of the natives have as many as 

five wives,” said the missionary. “Many 
members of the church have as many as 
two wives. When they are reprimanded 
for polygamous living in the church, they 

will respond that they had the wives 
when the gospel was brought to them; 
that it is the custom of the country, and 
previous to the coming of the white man 
no one thought it wrong; and, therefore, 

it would b£ wrong to desert all but one 
of the plural wives and their families.” 

Rev. Mr. Morrison spoke of this point 
of the African’s life in a talk on the work 
in the Congo Free State. Women, he 
said, possess rights there which are hard¬ 
ly dreamed of in the Orient, and more 
than the American woman. The clothing 
varied from the “black,” which the chil¬ 
dren wore, to a single strip of cloth, or. in 
some cases, a sheet which wrapped the 
body. The religion of the natives was 
that of ancestry worship. f 



On the Subject of Polygamy. 
An overture from the Chesapeake Presbytery to the Gen¬ 

eral Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States, to meet in Mobile, Alabama, May, 1904: 

Whereas, The Missionaries of our Church are confronted 
by polygamous sentiments and practices in the States and 
Territories of our country, North and South, not only by 
Mormon citizens, but also among our Indians, and the in¬ 
habitants of our island possessions and likewise in foreign 
lands; and, 

Whereas, Under the light of the gospel no man can marry 
a second wife while his first wife is living, without offending 
against the laws of Christ, and such relation is pronounced 
criminal by the United States Supreme Court, although it 
may be justified by heathen custom and law and be entered 
into in ignorance of the truth, yet it cannot be perpetuated 
nor connived at by one who has become a follower of Christ; 
neither can it be justified by His Church. 

Therefore, the Chesapeake Presbytery solmenly invokes 
the General Assembly to make the following deliverance 
without delay, to-wit: 

1. That no church under its care shall be allowed to tol¬ 
erate the polygamous or concubinous relation on the part of 
any of its members, whether in Christian or in heathen 
lands. 

2. That when any man in polygamous relations offers for 
membership, every wife except the one first married, if 
alive and faithful, shall be repudiated. 

3. That if the wife or wives thus repudiated, or their 
. children, or both, be dependant, then the Church shall kindly 
assist him in their support, if need be. 

Converts from heathenism should be treated very tenderly 
in this painful situation, and yet they should be dealt with 
in all fidelity; and when a man is called to separate from all 
but his first and only wife, he sould be enjoined.Ao make 
provision for those from whom he is separated totull ex¬ 
tent of his ability. (See Moore’s Digest, p. 507.)^ 
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'.'ho iQv. H. •. Jopliny 

*©d springs. -*« c 

March 23rd 1910. 

Dear Sir. J online*, 

r. returning from 'cotland last. week I found pour circular coracaml- 

eatlon with referenco to nolyrraray and the Mi99{on Churches. I cannot 

anawr-r the inquiries of your questionnaire, hut l car »ivo you ny own 

views, which are unflinchingly opposed to the admission of yolyyaraintrt 

or the tol-'rntion of polyp^aaouc relations in the Christian Church. 

Homo of the reasons for ;»• views arc as follows;- 

1. That that which would ho naric the "round of expulsion if in 

tho Church, should constitute a harrier to admission to the Church; 

2. That it. is not Church membership or any Christian requirement which 

wakes polygamy wronpr, hut a law of nature, and that, ignorance or mem 

conplianco with ns-um offered as an excuse for the contraction of 

polyrar^r cannot wnwt it® admission to the Church; 2. ’oat fh« only 

way to keep polygamy out of the Church where It is acknowledged that it. 

ou^ht not to he I® to exclude or expel those ~nil‘y of it; 4. That the 

requirement that a nolyp&uist should live in rsarital relation with only 

one wife 13 not. a requlrer.AHt that he should cease to support the others; 

on the other hand, he should ho required to do *o- f. That there la no 

Sorlytural or rational "round for admitting a mar. to th© Church and thon 

excludin' him from office, as some propose, on the e-round of Ms marital 

relation; 6. That the allegation that such a course Is recognised in tho 

-.pistle to Timothy in I Tin. 3; 2, which spec! flea that a bishop must be 

the husband of one wife, thereby implying that there were ordinary nom- 

bero who had more than one wife, can only be defended by aoknowledf*inr* 

that the statement regard Inc widow* In I. Tin. 5; 9,io, namelv that each 
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should Kuva boon the wife of orm husband, proves that there wan polyandry 

also In the early Church? 7- That the parity of the hone in an essential 

not to be imperilled by any concession or in any way whatsoever: 8. That 

to ad:- it polyynmy into the Church defiles the ideal of the Church as do- 

acribed by 'mil ! the noble pansa-e In the fifth chapter of r.phoeians, 

and cuts a founder, ion of Christian morals and the Christian revela¬ 

tion; 9. That it oahens the testimony of Christianity to righteousness; 

10. 'hat Tiolye&monn wives h-.ve no riyht to cant iruo marital relations 

witch can be d•fended without dissolving the foundation of purity; and 

/ 

11. n-. it 'o r. not affect the case to gay that there will be but a few 

exceptional instances of such baptisms. It is a ouestion not of few or 

of many, but of essential moral principles. 

The principle that is involved in this matter is a -very croat 

principle, fundamental, I believe, to the life of the (iharch. Practically, 

however, the cues*ion cones un in very few mission statfionn, and even 
£ 

when It does come up it is presented in a way that Ra’tes it clear to 

everyone that the principle of absolute monogamy must bo Insisted upon. 

It is one of those ions which can easily pet an undue amount of at¬ 

tention; but once It is raised, it seems to me to bo a r-u«ation whore 

the riyht princini'* must he s^eo and established. 

"'her has been a yreat deal of printed matter on the subject, 

which I procuno is in tie hands of your committee, corse of our mis¬ 

sionaries In Xor some years ayo made an extensive investiyation of 

the practice and views over the whole mission field and embodied the 

results of their investiyation in some published articles and pwmhlots. 

I presume tiiat you have these. 
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I should bo very -lad to see a cow of your report to the noxt 

General Assembly, If It Is printed. ill you kindly toll w> how I could 

secure one ? 

Very sincerely yours. 

Dictated March 16th. 



-March 23rd, 1910. 

The Sev. H. .. Jofijing, 

•?pd Springs; ft. C. 

Dear Mr. J opl In >, 

■'n returning from Scotland last. week I found your circular communi¬ 

cation with reference to polygamy and 4 Vs Mission Gh’irches. I cannot 

answer the inquiries of your questionnaire, but I can givo you ny own 

views, which are unflinchingly opposed to the mini salon of polygamists 

or the toleration of polygamous relations in the Christian Church. 

Some of the roasons for ny views aro as follows:- 

1. That that which would bo nadc the ground of expulsion if in 

the Church, should constitute n harrier to admission to the Church; 

That it In not Church membership or any Christian requirement which 

mhos polygamy wrong, hut a law of nature, nod that, ignorance or mere 

compliance with usage offered as an excuse for the contraction of 

nolyp.uqy cannot warrant its admission to the Church; 3. That the only 

way to keep polyga.-ty out of the Church whore it is acknowledged that it 

ought not to he is to exclude or oxpol those guilty of It; 4. That the 

requirement that a polygamist should 1lwo in marital relation with only 

orm -wife is not. a requirement that he should cease to support the others; 

on ‘he otcor bane, *e should v.o required to do so* F>. That there is no 

Sor! pturnl or mtioonl e-round for admitting a man .0 the Church and then 

excluding him from office, as some propose, on the ground of his marital 

relation; 6. '.'hot the allegation that such a course Is recognised in the 

'.pintle to Timothy in I Tin. 2, which opacifies that a bishop must bo 

the husband of one wife, thereby Implying that t ore wore ordinary mem¬ 

bers who had noro than one vif©, can only bo defended by acknowledging 

that the statement regarding widows In I. ’in. 5* 9,10, namely, that each 
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should have boon the wife of one husband, proves that thor© was polyandry 

also in the early Church; 7. That the purity of the hcrt© is an essential 

not to b© imperilled by any concession or in any way whatsoever; 8. That 

to ud. .it polypf.' iy Into tho Church defiles the ideal of the Chtireh as de¬ 

ter l hod ty 'an 1 in t'>e nolle r«u$^ in the fifth chapter >f Kphesians, 

anc cuts at the f•-•undatIon >f Christian morals and tho Christian rovola- 

J tlon; 9. ihat It weakens the testimony of Christianity to righteousness, 

1;. That polygamous wives have no rlmht to continue marital relations 

which can bo t •.!thout dissolving the foundation of purity; and 

11- That it does not affect tho case to say that there will b© but a few 

exceptional instances of such baptisms- It is a question not of few or 

of many, hut of essential moral principles. 

?h© principle that, i© involved In this matter in a very mreat 

principle, fundamental, I believe, to the lifo of tho Church. Poetically, 

ho*.vv'.r, the ©ueg*ion cone© up in very few mission stations, and oven 

when it doe© cone np it la presented in a way that makes i* clear to 

everyone that the principle of absolute nonomaray must be insisted upon. 

It ig one of these ©neations which can easily pet an undue amount of at¬ 

tention; hut once it in rained, it seems to n© to bo a -uegtion whore 

the rirht principle aunt he .seen and .established. 

There has b on «. yreat deal of printed matter on the subject, 

which .. presume !g in tho hands of your committee. Some of our .mis¬ 

sionaries ir. Korea some years amo made an extensive investigation of 

tho practice and views over the whole miseior field and embodied the 

results of their investigation in same published articles and pamphlets. 

I presume that you have these. 



'i’ho :iov. H- •• Joplinp;-?.3. SJturob 23yd f 191 '-1* 

I should ho vory find to eo© a copy of your report to th© next 

C©nnral Awauftly, If it is printed. ill you kindly toll w how -r could 

soc’uro one . 

Vornr sincerely yours. 

Dictated '-’arch 16th. 
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w Indictment of the ev. Mark B. Grier for Baptizing 

and Receiving Into Christian Communion Persons 

Known by Him to be Living at the Time in a State 

of Polygamy. 

In the name of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
, States, the Rev. Mark B. Grier, being a minister of the said 
* church and a missionary thereof at Hsuchoufu Station, 
- China, and a member of the South Carolina Presbytery of 
rihe Synod of South Carolina, of the aforesaid Presbyterian 
yChurch in the United States, is herein, by this indictment, 
charged— 

Charges. 

1. In the first place, with having administered the sacra¬ 
ment of baptism to an adult Chinaman known by the Rev. 
Mark B. Grier to be living in a state of polygamy at the time 
of the said baptism, and who, moreover, had persistentl 
refused to renounce his polygamy and conform to the law 

Sw of monogamy; and also— 
£ v 2. In the second place, the aforesaid Rev. Mark B. Grier 
A is herein charged with having received into fellowship and 

Christian communion, another Chinaman who had been 
baptized years before by a Baptist minister and was known 
to have lived thereafter and to be living at the time of this 
his reception into Christian fellowship in a state of polyg¬ 
amy. 

Document. 

S 

t 

What is deemed an adequate ground of these charges may 
be found in the following document which is herewith sub¬ 
mitted as evidence for the consideration of the court. This 
document is a letter written by the Rev. Mark B. Grier, the 
respondent in this case, which reached me through our For¬ 
eign Mission Office in answer to inquiries instituted by 
myself and forwarded by this office to missionaries in the 
field. I wish to thank the Rev. Principal Grier for it, and 
to state that it is the basis of instituting this suit, not for the 
purpose of eliciting any censorious and exemplary con¬ 
demnation of the persons involved in these transactions nar¬ 
rated, but to evoke a judicial and formal deliverance on the 
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<< merits of the questions at issue by the General Assembly of 

the Presbyterian Church in the United States, to which (he 

case may be carried up by appeal. i 
x 

Nashville, Nov. 27th, 1903. 

Rev. S. S. Laws, D. D., 
1733 Q. St. N. 1!’., Washington. D. C. 

Dear I)r. Laws: I have received a letter from Rev. M. B. , 
Grier of Hsuchoufu Station, China, of which I send you a 
copy in so far as it relates to polygamy, which was the sub- 

v ject of inquiry in answer to which the letter was written. 
Fraternally and truly yours, 

S. Id. Chester, Sec’y. 

S 
at 

♦ 

i f 

“Copy.” 

Hsuchoufu, China, Oct. 20th, 1906. 

Rev. S. H. Chester, D. D., Nashville, Tenn. 

Dear Sir: Yours of Sept. 4th, to hand. In it you wish 
me to give you for Dr. Laws’ information, “exactly the num¬ 
ber and names of churches connected with our Missions 

^ which have polygamous members and the number of such 
members.” 

[Item 1.]—Without taking time to communicate with 
each of (lie stations, 1 think that I am entirely correct when I 
say that there is only one station in the North Kiangsu Mis- 

, - sion at which there are polygamous Christians, and that sta- 
£ tion is Hsuchoufu. There is only one member of the North 

Kiangsu Mission who has been guilty of actually baptizing 
.*'r a polygamist and that is myself. The total number that I 
.V have baptized is one. This is a man fifty odd years of age, 
f*' who took his second wife years before he became acquainted 
'* with the Gospel. He lives about sixty miles from this city. 

When our evangelists visited his place in their preaching 
i tours, he became interested in the Gospel and as he is a man 

of some means, he came at intervals, for several years to our 
station, remaining several weeks at a time, at his own ex¬ 
pense, for the sole purpose of studying the Bible. He ap¬ 
plied for baptism and was repeatedly refused on the ground 
of his polygamous relations. He was persistent in his ap¬ 
plication during two or three years. Through all this time 

^ we were able to discover absolutely no unworthy motive in 
• Pis desire to enter the Church. Finally, not being able to 

justify myself, either on Scriptural or other grounds, either 
in compelling him to discard the woman whom he had taken 
or in longer refusing him the rite of baptism, I did with the 
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approval of Mr. Grafton and Dr. MacFayden (Mr. White 
having left the station) administer the same. 

It may be worth while, in passing, in order that all the 
facts may be before Dr. Laws, to state that a few months 
previous to this baptism, one of our most trusted and valu¬ 
able members had taken, during our absence for the sum¬ 
mer, a second wife. On our return he was promptly and 
publicly excommunicated. In order, therefore, that the 
position of the church might be made perfectly plain on 
this important subject, I took occasion at the time oi this 
baptism, to state to the entire congregation the grounds of 
our action in both cases. The distinction is fundamental 
and one that the Chinese readily recognize and heartily 

assent to. „ . 
[Item 2.]—This, then, is the history of the only case 

which, so far as my information goes, has ever been baptized 
by a Southern Presbyterian Missionary in the North Kiangsu 
Mission, or in the entire China Mission. There is, 'how¬ 
ever, another case which should be mentioned. It is that 
of an old man who was baptized about twenty years ago by 
the lamented Mr. Jones of the English Baptist Mission of 
Shantung, who formerly worked this territory. The man 
was left with but little instruction and afterwards (very 
soon after we opened Hsuchoufu) • he took a second wife, 
claiming when remonstrated with, that he did not know it 
was contrary to the rule of the church. lie was suspended 
for a year or more and then upon a public acknowledge¬ 
ment of his error he was re-admitted to communion without 
being compelled to discard his wife. We could not he sure 
that he was ignorant when he took this second wife but we 
accepted his statement and restored him on that basis. 
While, therefore, none of us are responsible for his baptism 
we are responsible for allowing him to commune with us. 
There are no other polygamists in connection with this sta¬ 
tion nor any other station of our Mission, so far as I know. 

[“I authorize you to sign my name to letter.—M. R. 
Grier.” Wiroifme September 9, 1907, from Due West, S. C., 
on reading this charge. 

(End of the Grier letter.) 
g^The italics in Grier's letter are mine. 

t 

And now the South Carolina Presbytery, of which the 

Rev. Mark B. Grier is a member, is hereby and herein noti¬ 

fied that it is charged on this evidence that the said Rev. 

Mark Ik Grier did, in these proceedings, narrated by him¬ 

self, act contrary to the word of God as interpreted in the 

standards of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, 

and “against the peace, unity, and purity of the Church, and 

the honor and majesty of the Lord Jesus Christ as the King 

and Head thereof’ (Book C. (WJM64). f 

* ZAj- fairy— i A-/L fxrrTU^ 
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As defined in the Book of Church Order, chapter III. 1, 

par. 152: “An offense, the proper object of judicial pro¬ 

cess, is anything in the principles or practice of a church 

member professing faith in Christ which is contrary to the 

word of God. * * * Nothing, therefore, ought to be 

considered by any church court as an offense, or admitted as 

a matter of accusation, which cannot be proved to be such 

from Scripture, as interpreted in these standards.” 

In a judicial case it is not permissible to dissent from the 

standards as the authoritative exposition of God’s word. And , 

on the subject of polygamy, which is the gravamen of this 

charge and case, it is proposed to cite two passages from these 

standards which are so explicit in setting forth the law of 

our church, which law inexorably binds every one of our 

church courts and individual church members, lay or cler- 

ical, so plainly and unequivocably as to preclude the need of 

argument and render comment superfluous: 

1st. Confession of Faith, chapter XXIV., on Marriage and 

Divorce, section one is in these words: 

“Marriage is to be between one man and one woman; 

neither is it lawful for any man to have more than one wife, 

nor for any woman to have more than one husband at the 

same time.” 

2nd. This is buttressed by the answer to Q. 139 of the 

Larger Catechism. I quote: 

“What are the sins forbidden in the seventh command¬ 

ment? Answer. The sins forbidden in the seventh com¬ 

mandment, besides the neglect of the duties required, are 

adultery, fornication, etc., having more wives or husbands 

than one at the same time.” 

It may be remarked that this is the doctrine of even nat¬ 

ural religion, and not simply of Christianity As the Savior 

expounds it, the conjugal relation of one man and one 

woman was ordained at creation for the race of man, and, 

therefore, every departure Therefrom by even the heathen is 

sinful, though it be a sin of ignorance. And the Christ did 
not claim to originate monogamy, but proclaimed it as God’s 

original and universal law, and sanctified it as the law of His 
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(See Bible Argument, chapters IX and X of “Polygamy 

and Citizenship in Church and State,” by S. S. Laws, with 

the supplement entitled “Foreign Missions.”) 

In the document submitted above as the undergirding 

of this case the facts are so clearly, frankly, and fully stated 

by the respondent himself as to preclude the necessity of 

citing witnesses; and for a like reason there is no occasion for 

any delay in entering on the trial, it being understood that 

the respondent proposes to enter a plea of defense, of which 

it is presumed that notice or an abstract may at once be given 

and the plea in extenso be presented at any stage in the 

course of the appeal at his discretion. 

As the transactions narrated and the disciplinary irregu¬ 

larities alleged are manifestly not of a private but of a 

public nature, and as they pertain to a confessedly sinful rela¬ 

tion which implies personal and family sinfulness or licen¬ 

tiousness, and must have an important bearing on the peace, 

purity, and prosperity of the Christian religion and espe¬ 

cially on the Church of God among the heathen, and also in 

Christian lands, it seems to be not only the right but the duty 

of the Presbytery without further investigation or delay, to 

institute process in the exercise of its original jurisdiction as 

in such cases provided and in duty bound. 

Book of Church Order, Pars. 62, 162, 163, 166, 60, 
90, 173, 174, 191, etc. 

All of which is respectfully submitted to the South Caro¬ 

lina Presbytery of the Synod of South Carolina aforesaid by 

Samuel Spahr Laws, a member of the Presbytery of Chesa¬ 

peake of the Synod of Virginia, of the Presbyterian Church 

in the United States, who will ever pray that the great Head 

of the Church, who promised to be with His Church till the 

end of the world, will by His Spirit so guide all those whose 

duty it shall be to consider and to act in this important case 

that the conclusion attained and the deliverance made shall 

aid in conserving the purity and increasing the power of the 

Gospel of the Son of God in all lands, for all time. 

Samuel Spahr Laws. 

Washington, D. C., 1733 Q Street, N. W., 
September 10, 1907. 
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Supplementary Memoranda. 

1. As to the part taken by Rev. Mark B. Grier in these 

transactions, it is respectfully suggested that two things 

should be borne in mind: One is that his acts were not 

strictly individual, but were in concurrence with associated 

' brethren. Although he may be willing, as he says, to take 

the entire responsibility, still none of us should consent to 

that. The other mitigating circumstance is that neither his 

Presbytery nor the General Assembly had been called on to 

make any previous deliverance for guidance otherwise, on the 

.subject. Some allowance may reasonably he made also for 

ohliviousness of constitutional requirements and the diffi¬ 

culty and impracticability of individual missionaries satis¬ 

factorily wrestling with the original applications of the same 

to new cases and situations. 

2. But it should not be overlooked that while this condition 

of things mitigates the gravity of the personal irregularities, 

it magnifies the importance of the General Assembly’s calmly 

and deliberately formulating a constitutional deliverance 

without further delay. Not individual missionaries, nor 

mission stations, nor inferior courts are competent to effect¬ 

ively dispose of such constitutional problems, but only the 

General Assembly. This suggests an appeal, in any event, 

to the General Assembly for decision, and perhaps the Synod 

may consent to its being direct as provided in par 259, Book 

Church Order. 

Were this concrete case allowed to stand unchallenged and 

unrectified as a precedent, it is deemed the anticipation of 

calmness and sobriety that its influence would be so baleful 

as to be subversive of the fundamental principles of our 

church order and authority. It would breed ecclesiastical 

anarchy. 

All our church courts have their duties as well as their 

rights, and when duty points the way, that is the end of 

discretion and expediency. (Book C. 0., ch. XII, sec. 2, 

247-254.) Missionaries, like other Christian workers, go into 

their fields not to do Christ’s thinking, but to obey His 
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orders. A railroad superintendent ordered a bumper placed 

in the St. Louis depot of the North Missouri Railroad, and 

directed the laborer to sink the beam five feet. Noticing that 

the man was tamping it in at three feet, he asked him why 

he did not sink it five feet. The man answered that he found 

the ground so hard that he thought three feet was enough. 

The angered superintendent abruptly discharged him, with 

the emphatic remark: “I did not employ you to do my think-J 

ing, but to obey my orders.” Ministers and missionaries! 

like all other laborers for Christ, are not to do His thinking,! 

but to obey His orders, and our church standards are to us as! 

a church the scriptural definition and prescription of his] 

orders, and on no subject are these orders more explicit than! 

on the conjugal relation as that of monogamy to the entire* 

exclusion of simultaneous so-called polygamy. 

3. It is surprisingly noticeable that the polygamous case 

of baptism, as the narrative shows us, was not a case of 

ignorance at all, but of persistent refusal to listen to the in¬ 

struction of the missionary. At last the polygamist prevailed 

over the missionary. Heathenism gained the day. By such 

a course Christianity would be heathenized rather than 

heathenism Christianized. Who knows whereunto this would 

grow, unchecked? The simple truth is that when the mis¬ 

sionary has once pointed out to a heathen Christ’s law of 

monogamy he can no longer plead ignorance of the sin of 

polygamy, nor refuse to renounce it as a follower of Christ. 

4. In the fourth place, the case of excommunication men¬ 

tioned was doubtless right and proper, but the reasoning in 

regard to it is clearly at fault. The fact of polygamy, by 

common consent, is to be reckoned a sin in all cases; and the 

application of different and unequal rules which make fish 

of one polygamist and flesh of another, a sin if entered into 

after baptism so grave as to incur expulsion, but “permitted 

to those who had entered into it before baptism”—such 

ruling is, from the nature of the case, so manifestly unequal 

and unfair that it is not strange that experienced missionaries 

reject and deprecate it as working confusion. We are in¬ 

debted to the Moravians for this wretchedly fallacious prac- 



tice, and it is surprising to what extent it has been thought¬ 

lessly accepted and acted on by intelligent missionaries who 

should know better. But on this matter, and on the subject 

generally, I must be allowed to refer to “Polygamy and Citi¬ 

zenship,” pp. 142-144 and p. 173, etc. 

This case of excommunication as given does not relieve the 

situation, but is enmeshed in the same tangled skein as the 

other cases. 

5. Fifth and finally, may we not reasonably hope that— 

1. The courts of our church will so dispose of this case, 

which challenges their attention, that the proceedings of the 

Hsuchoufu station, as narrated therein, will not be approved 

as accordant with our standards, and thus be allowed to stand 

as a disorganizing and blighting precedent in dealing with 

this sinful heathen institution or custom, but be pronounced 

contrary thereto. 

2. And as prompted by the issues submitted: 

Let our Church Courts and especially the General Assem- 

bly say distinctly, without censure on the past, that all our 

missions and missionaries are instructed henceforth to with¬ 

hold, not charity nor helpfulness of any kind, but baptism 

and church membership and Christian communion from the 

polygamist, until, by the renunciation of this sin, free to be 

an example of the Christian life. 

“The relation of the sexes is the touchstone of the purity 
of the church.^1 

Throughout the Bible, monogamy is the symbol of the 
union of the true God with Israel and of the Christ with His 
Bride, the Church, and polygamy of polytheism and idol¬ 
atry—in the theocracy a treason punishable with death, 
thus indicating intensely the divine displeasure. 

In his recent work on “The Expansion of Christianity in 
the First Three Centuries,” the eminent Adolph Harnaclc, 
in treating of the early Christian societies, says: 

“Monogamy was absolutely held to be the one permissible 
union of the sexes” (Vol. I, p. 260). 

With our present light, to hold otherwise is creditable to 
neither intelligence nor scholarship. This quotation is an 
important confirmation of the “unanswerable argument” in 
“Polygamy and Citizenship” against polygamy in the apos¬ 
tolic churches. 

UJTY 

L/OWUd tLc. 

/'O 
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Convener: 
REV. W. A. J. MARTIN 

Brantford. 

Cable Address: BUTEROS. 

fjrcsbntmatn (Etmrrh; UH(£anaba 
roi?ciON mission IcomiTTce 

(WESTERN DIVISION) 

REV. R. P. MACKAY, D.D. 
Secretary. 

REV. A. E. ARMSTRONG. M.A. 
Ass’t Secretary. 

89 Confederation Life Building 
Toronto. 

Phone Main 3783. 

January. 9th.,, 19OB. 

Mr. Eoht. E. Speer, 

156 Fifth Ave., 

ITew York City, 

FJAN 11 

.MR SPEEFt 

Pear Mr. Speer:- 

Yours of Jan. 3rd. has keen received. I have just 

returned to the office after a long absence and this is one of 

the first letters in my hands. 

We have no regulations as to the admission of polygamists 

to Mission Churches. Some years ago the Honan Presbytery sent 

the question home to the Committee with a request that it be 

submitted to the General Assembly for decision. The Committee 

thought it unwise to raise so difficult a problem in the Assembly, 

which so few in Canada could intelligently discuss, and, accordingly 

asked the Presbytery to exercise their own judgment in the matter. 

The Presbytery afterwards acknowledged that it would have been a 

mistake to thrust such a problem into the Assembly and Home Church. 

The practise in the Honan Presbytery is to baptize polygamists but 

not to receive them into office or emply them as church agents. 

Every man who is baptized is asked to give his own honest consider¬ 

ation to that question and to reach his own concisions as to what 

his duty might be. Very few cases have arisen. In two cases the 

problem is solved by the death of one of the wives. Just now the 

most useful man in that Mission is a polygamist. Ho other man has 

been so instrumental in bringing so many into the Church and no 

other man can so effectively address an audience. They would like 
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very much to employ as an agent, for God is manifestly using 

him, and yet he has two wives. Both have become Christians and 

are consistent members of the Church with himseli. This ra sed 

again the question in the Presbytery whether or npt a man who is 

so manifestly used of God ought not to be used by the Presbytery. 

I enjoyed the trip very much and perhaps nothing more 

than intercourse with your missionaries in Earth China. Some weeks 

spent at Pei Tia Ho gave me an opportunity of becoming intimately 

acquainted with many of them. They are a splendid lot o:f missionaries. 

Trusting your outlook is more and more encouraging. 

I am, 

Yours sincerely. 

Dict.M.B.A. 
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Rear Brother Speer,- 

May 1st, 

RECEIVED 

MAY 6 1907 

MR. SPEER. 

I thank you v«ry much for yours of April 17th 

enclosing the letter in regard to the proposed Persian Mission. 

I ara glad you state the matter so fUlly and so frankly. Your state¬ 

ment, I think, will enable me to satisfy the parties who have been 

agitating this matter that their, plans are ill-considered and im¬ 

practicable. 

I noticed the letter from yourself. Dr. Brown and Dr. Bllinwood 

quoted in Dr. Laws' recent pemphlet. The doctor has plenty of leisure 

and, unfortunately, plenty of money with which to prepare and issue 

his pamphlets. A good many of ray friends have expressed the opinion 

that this last pamphlet is utterly unworthy of any notice on ray part, 

and I am inclined to agree with them. He could not get entrance to 

our church papers with any such style of controversy. I cannot, 

therefore, answer him in the church papers, and I am not provided 

with the means with which to issue pamphlets. I am much mistaken 

if the views which you and Dr. Brown and Dr. Ellinwood hold with 

reference to the proper relation of churches established in Mission 

Lands to the mother church differ in any vital point from the view 

which I hold and have advocated. 

As for Polygamy, I am neither the practicor nor the apologist 

for that iniquity. I have never expressed the opinion that the per- 
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son living in polygamous relations should be admitted to the church 

by baptism. The position which I tooX in ray correspondence with 

Dr. Laws on that subject was that the missionaries, who are acquainted 

with all the circumstances of such cases as no one else can be, are 

the best judges of what would be the best and most effectual way of 

dealing with the matter, looking always to its ultimate abolishment. 

I have not been able to see that it would be a wise thing to issue a 

proclamation that the Chinaman, or the native of India, living in that 

relation, and who should offer to unite with the church, and who 

might or might not have sinister motives for so doing, could qualify 

himself for baptism by “repudiating" some of his plural wives, when 

his repudiation of them might be the infliction upon them of an in¬ 

jury worse than death. If our General Assembly should see proper to 

forbid the administration of the ordinance of baptism by any of our 

missionaries to any polygamist, under any and alj. circumstances, I 

should not object to such action at all. It is a matter concerning 

which I feel that responsibility rests on the Assembly and not on any 

executive officer or agency. If the Assembly should >do this, E am 

personally of the opinion that it ought still more strenuously to for¬ 

bid its administration to one who would “repudiate" the plural wife, 

unless such repudiation could be made without turning her into the 

street or causing her to be outcast from her own family and violently 

separated from her own children. I should hold, of course, that wher¬ 

ever the reconstruction of heathen family relations on a Christian 

basis could be made without the perpetration of any cruelty towards 

the weaKer party in the case it ought by all means to be done, and, 

no doubt, would always be done. I Know there have been differences 
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of opinion among the wisest administrators of Missions, and also 

among the best and wisest missionaries, as to the best way of dealing 

with the difficulties of this perplexing problem. I would add that 

only two cases of the baptism of a man with more than one wife have 

ever occurred in our China Mission, both of these at one station. 

Our African Mission baptised several among the first converts having 

more than one wife, but have since taken action as a mission against 

receiving any more polygamous members. 

I did not mean, howev er, when I started to write this letter 

to go into this matter at any length. If you did not see ray article 

in the paper, which was the occasion of T)r. Laws' pamphlet, I would 

be glad to send you a copy. I 'would send it without waiting, except 

that I will have to have it type-written, inasmuch as I have not 

been able to get copies of the paper in which it was Published. 

Cordially and fraternally yours, 

Sec 'y 
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BAPTISM OP POLYGAMISTS 

Shall the Synod of India authorize its members who are 

missionaries of the Presbyterian Ohurch in the United States of 

America to baptize polygamists, with their wives and children, 

when they profess conversion? 

I put the question thus because substantially in this 

form it came before the last General Assembly. 

In the year 1875, the Presbytery of Kolhapur overtured 

the Assembly in the following words-— (See Minutes, p. 507) The 

Committee on the Polity of the Church answered, and their answer 

was unanimously adopted— (See Minutes of 1875, p. 507). 

In sending its memorial, or overture, to the last As¬ 

sembly, the Synod of India was a unit against the action of the 

Assembly of 1875; but it divided on the question of baptizing 

polygamists in some circumstances, while they retain their wives 

Th^ vote was 43 to 10, a strong majority favoring the baptism. 

Other portions of the Church having missionaries in 

countries where polygamy prevails, are deeply interested in the 

question now before our Church. A Secretary of one of the Mis¬ 

sionary Boards with whom I have communicated (Dr, Cobb of the Re 

formed Board), expresses the hope that the Committee of our As¬ 

sembly may be able to arrive at conclusions that will be of ser¬ 

vice to other than our own missionaries. 
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Dr. Judson Smith, of the A. B. 0. P. M., writes.*— 'I 

certainly hope, with you, that all Missionary Boards and Societies 

may be able in this matter to see eye to eye, and I cannot imagine 

a condition of things which will lead any of our societies in this 

country to reverse what I suppose to have been the uniform prac- 

tice of our Missions up to this time." 

In the Indian Evangelical Review for April, 1885, there 

was an elaborate article by Rev. J. J. Lucas of Allahabad against 

the baptism of polygamists, which was afterwards published in 

pamphlet form. He would not baptize a man with more than one 

wife. If, however, either of his wives should wish to leave him, 

returning to her Hindoo or Mohammedan relatives and friends, or 

should prefer to support herself, let him try, with her consent, 

to obtain a legal divorce, which would not be difficult, both con- 

senting, and come with his one wife to receive baptism. 

To this the Rev. C. W. Eorman, of Lahore, replied in +h« 

same Review, but six years later, advocating the baptism of poly¬ 

gamists in some circumstances not allowing them to put away any 

of their wives. This also has been published in pamphlet form. 

And to this Mr. Lucas replied in a short pamphlet. The kfewas 

three ar e here . 

Then followed the Synod of India, November 1554, and 

the overture to our last Assembly— the result of long discussion. 

It closes with the request that the Assembly will leave the Synod 

free to act as it thinks best, in every case. 
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The overture was referred by our Assembly to the Com¬ 

mittee on the Polity of the Church, consisting of 11 ministers and 

10 Puling Elders. They reported and the report was recommitted. 

Finally they reported recommending that the whole subject be re¬ 

ferred to a Committee consisting of two ministers and one elder, 

to report to the next Assembly, and this recommendation was unan¬ 

imous ly adopt ed. 

Thus enax an Assembly of five or six hundred members and 

a Committee of 21, in its wisdom, or unwisdom, turn the whole mat¬ 

ter over to three men, and through them to another Assembly. In 

view of the knotty question referred to Dr. Craven, George Junkin, 

Esq., LL.D., and myself, I call upon 

to come to our help. 

I have in hand a printed communicat ion from Dr. Warfield, 

of Princeton, sugg3 sting the possibility of polygamy having been 

in the Apostolic Church, and one from Dr. Craven, in manuscript, 

sustaining the same interpretation of Timothy III. 2, 12, and Ti¬ 

tus I. 6. Moreover, Dr. Craven's letter takes strong ground a- 

gainst directing or allowing a polygamist to divorce any of his 

wives as a condition of baptism. He must be their husband in all 

respects, as the law of polygamous countries requires. 

In reference to the matter of putting away, we are of 

one mind; but not in the interpretation of the passages from Tim¬ 

othy and Titus, or the inference from th em. For if there was poly— 
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gamy in the Apostolic Church, by a similar interpretation of 1 Tim¬ 

othy V. 9, there was polyandry. 

In addition to the helps already KKB&kxsd referred to, I 

have the published Report of the discussion of this perplexing 

question by the Centenary Conference of the Protestant Missions 

of the World, held in Exeter Hall, London, June 1888. Thirty pa¬ 

ges, from 51 to 81, are given to speeches made Tuesday, June 12th 

and Friday evening, June 15th. Thirty gentlemen, representing 

about twenty different societies, equally divided as to numbers, 

shared in the discussion. I have analyzed their speeches and have 

the results, with the many varieties of opinions and judgments, 

here : 

I 

There are four different views held as to the validity 

of polygamous marriages — 

The relation is valid under the laws of lands where 
polygamy prevails, and is morally binding on husbands. But if any 
depart, let them depart. 1 Cor. 7: 15. 

re IaVtoa 
ft. Tfefis invalid from first to last, in the only sense 

in which we have'a right to deal with it. Rev. J. A. Lefevre, D.D. 
Southern Presbyterian Church. 

3. The first is the only wife. 

4. Any one of many that is finally selected is the true 
wife . 

- II - 

The different methods of dealing with polygamists ap¬ 

plying for baptism: Of course, they correspond with views as to 

validity or invalidity: — 
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1. Put away all, caring for them, and then chose Qwhich 

one to marry J 

2. Put away none, but live with them in full marital 

relations. 

3. Put away all but the first— though they are moth1 
ers, and the first childrsm^—but care for the others, or get 
them married, or see that they are. 

4. Put away all but one—the one especially loved— 

and care for the others. 

- Ill - 

The entire Synod of India now agree in holding the mar¬ 

riage of polygamists as valid and binding in the fullest particu¬ 

lars, according to the covenant between the parties. The second 

and third wives come into the relation with that understanding, and 

the firs+ wife, if mature enough to understand anything about the 

relation-* or her parents negotiating for her— knows that the 

man whose wife she becomes may afterwards take other wives. Some¬ 

times the taking of others occur on the same day. 

The Committee appointed by the Assembly is very sure to 

stand together so far. I give an emphatic sentence from Dr, Cra¬ 

ven's letter: "Fefthe polygamist) may not repudiate in any de¬ 

gree any one of those who chose to remain." 1 Cor. 7: 15. 

- IV - 

The reasons for baptizing polygamists, as I understand 

them, are the following: 

1. The inference from 1 Timothy 3: 2, 12, and Titus 
1: 6, already noticed, and the fact that there was polygamy in the 
Old Testament Church. 
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2bc quTg^stion is asked with some confidence, "Would you 
not have baptized Abram after his marriage to Hagar?" and "Jacob 
after his marriage to Rachel?" 

2. The boast of our Church as to the single term of 
Christian communion— a credible confession of faith in Jesus 
Christ . 

3. The discouragement of believing polygamists, and 
the danger of their lapsing into paganism or MohammtdatHmsm. So, 
too, the growth of the Church would be limited. 

4. The fact that a large majority of the missionaries 
on the ground, in India, favor the baptism of polygamist. 

For these reasons it is hoped the Assembly will answer 

the overture from India favorably. 

V 

On the other hand, I would 

1. 
need of prayt 
matte r. 

Recognize the difficulty of the subject, and the 
and patience, in order to a right solution of the 

2. God hates putting away. Therefore I think the As¬ 
sembly should not sanction or permit divorce as a condition of bap¬ 
tism. Yet, if any wives chose to depart, let them depart. The 
husband is not bound in such case. 

It is claimed that in many cases, heathen of"Mohammedan 
wives would rather depart than live with Christian husbands, and 

husbands. S ^ AfriCa th6y haVe n° difficulty ^ finding other 

3* Polygamy was tolerated, but never approved, in the 
J wish Church. In every known case, from Abram to Solomon it was 
the cause of great evil amd misery. If it could be proved’that 
there .ere eases of polygamy in the Apostolic Church the fact that 
bishops and deacons were required to be monogamists proves that 
polygamy was not in honor. v a 

The suggestion founded upon 1 Timothy 3: 3 12 and Ti- 
tus l: 6, I think unwarranted. It seems to me much mo“’re“son- 
able to suppose that bishops and deacons were not to be ohosf° 
from those who had divorced wife after wife- so common in thol 

imes , and that widows must not be cared for by the Church if 

like the woman of Samaria, they had been the wives of Zy'tafl 
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bands. Por reasons implied in this statement, I think no poly¬ 
gamist should be baptized, and that the Assembly should say so< 

4. I would cordially approve of baptizing the wives and 
children of polygamists, when they are willing to confess Christ. 

- VI - 

What shall be done with polygamous converts? 

1. They should be carefully taught the New Testament 

law of marriage and divorce. 

2. They should be instructed in regard to the duties 

they owe to the wives they have married. 
3. 
They should be made to understand that the Christian 

Church is a unit. Polygamy in any part of it defiles the whole 
body. It wounds the body of Christ more deeply than* letting them 
wait until they can come into the communion of saints, prepared to 
take their place in any Chrsitian Church in all the world; or they 
may wait till, as believers, they are called to the country where 
they neither marry nor are given in marriage. 

4. Polygamous converts are confessedly fx& few. Kept 
out of the communion, on account of their palygamsua polygamy, 
they will be a little company, and ever growing smaller and small¬ 
er. To admit them to baptism is a temptation to take all the wives 
they wish to have, before applying for baptism, knowing that they 
cannot do it after they have been baptized. 

5. It would be ajhurtful condition of the Christian 
Church in all the world to have in it two classes of Christians 
differing as widely as polygamists and monogramists. 

6. Polygamists who are emlightened enough to wish mem¬ 
bership in the Chngl'ijt ai n Church, can be taught the duty and priv¬ 
ilege of sacrificing their preference to the aim and purpose of 
Christ and his people, to establish the Christiani Church in the 
whole world on clearly revealed Bible principles as to the rela¬ 
tion of the aeXes in the Christian family. 

7. They know, or may be told, that as a nation, we have 
kept a polygamous people from statehood for years, until at last 
they have come to terms; and that our Assembly canfhardly be con¬ 
sistent in making the Church more open than the state has done. 

8. Moreover, and finally, in the present line of thought 
I think it perfectly legitimate to comfort believing polygamists 
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by the truth that their relation to Jesus Christ by faith, and to 
his real Church, which is his body, the fulness of him who fill" 
eth all in all, cannot be destroyed or endangered by the wise ac¬ 
tion of the Church courts keeping them for the time, and for rea¬ 
sons, waiting for open and visible connection with particular vis¬ 
ible churches. ^all them by what name you please, "Catechumen, 
or "an open court," or by no distinctive one, but do not bap¬ 
tize them. It is worth observing that one form of the great com¬ 
mission has these words appended to it, by Jesus himself, "He that 
believeth and is baptized shall be saved, and he that believeth nt>t 
shall be condemned," the lack of faith being the only condition 
of condemnation— as if the Saviour anticipated the condition of 
things in polygamous countries— Faith, and its sacramenta1 symbol 
the full requirement: but faith alone with all that flows from 
it in character and life, the essentia 1 one . Baptism no more es¬ 
sential when it ought not to be administered, than on a lone is¬ 

land where it cannot. 

- VII - 

There is a view of our subject broader than the one to 

which I have limited myself thus farT I add a word about it. 

1. The vast importance of a consensus of opinion and 
practice in relation to the baptism of polygamists. I think our 

Assembly should try to secure it. 

2, I hope to secure from our own Board, and, as far as 
possible, from other Boards and Societies, some expression of 
opinion and judgment, looking toward such a consensus, before meet 
ing the Committee of the Assembly on the 28th instant in Phila- 

de lphia. 

3. I think our Committee should make haste slowly, and 
that the Assembly should allow time to effect this important end 
by correspondence^ end conference, if necessary. 



^ ~ry. 

c ^ r ^ {ht— /y^ 

jt ^*- o-e^tA^r^. t'*rt£s- 

au^ rUt cs-g M tA^^i v ^j *st' t'- > 

ru^ *Z~ r? 
^^ ^ V- 
/fcs 

* , 7> 

n ^ ^*. >sfc*r 

t^ft <^L^( -jf—i. , 

aI(i, J^LCZ^S \ 
—7^^ t ^PP-^-*- u^ixS^^-r &*&* 

/»*_-*■ ^«-/- /fct* fibTry~£}>' 

/ fi J)AjpX-(fv~z*J%~er- -— 

/ <f f P{j] 

/$-— (y- l?~ 

'aLr~.L~.tr**-* 7 

/^ V -l ~ r < ^jU(U**-*' 

/lA-o-i^x -£0 /z^lVc. t._,_. 

C^fk^PP. J) Ar^/ o&M^rfi^cety yP-ij. 

C^f> XA-lP^ ;,I<4. ^</ /'cJTXA/^ 

^'tr>' Q^<-*/ /?<*' ft '-ls7 * 



/y ) 

J^v. 

f>l’^cs- *<+***; r 

j^( t ^ <? t t>' “-' '■’ * ~£ / ^ 

^£tAA' ** ■*' 

4-(n^ P "?"1 

^ ^ (&*< ^ ^ 

t£az (j&t-t, sC4sVtU**An*1 40^*- U^‘ ^ 

tfl * <+ c£v-^~e, fi£t_^/ 

j? 0**4 ripo~- 

£^4y~ZAJL firD-~*~ ^/<_>C £fci~TZZl^ ^ £^* / 

‘^^r~x^~v-^-~ 72cu<a/‘-' o/ i-^~xf-z^^~ -£iju. 

‘^iy Gj^/O O 

-t-^ t'/—i-"7 ^ /2^_ 

^ ^ ^"+tU °p e*'**\- 

ftc^b r'K*£y^ ' 

tyisf-e LatlM $-*- U^ftfi^- <. 

r/y^AL^x5Av 5 ^ 

&Ji,3-r /sjt>r- ; 
' -, V v f 



iEC L 
% /y **9' 

SEP 1^07 ■//, / 90 7 

^2—-T 

tb-tf, / 7 ^/ ^/\Ju~r * ~ ' 

t 'tlsO/ '£-&. Ch-^-j^ jl, 

Qfi™-—T-i^tS/9~o ^td^ru 

&X/£Z *?-<*-*-*, 

7^//. 

/cz^tjMZ^ < .___ ___ 

7 ? t's 77 /3d9d&c*~-*—-<xd9»' 

//^t^?-Tix^/ i^r&- / Ctu_ ry^^Pr 

J- /*-*— £A-^-*—A—-//4s£asCm_S~~ A i 4 ^ J 4 ^-& d*-t— /j^viS<^i/c^ 

-ZiitJUy <2+^ ^ P ^ . Jfcd9u ^ * 

cfA~p^i>d-^jirr*- ££ul d ^,/?\j^4>, ^ <TL, 
/ i^di-t-C £_ tj^uLjdi~ /Z«7i-t- -?y# y:7 d^p* 

^C^e, (dlid df c/1 } vd**^ //^~* 

^^6?' in-( V t^-fL-rC^Y7 dd-C 1—K, 
d* /<^> ^77 ' / 7 > 4 
*-«- —> (^Ty^-trx<-j_*_ 
t «IUx . j) tfzd^j _ 

<^7 
-^4>y J>1<-* 

rcjiL c1k-*-*~ ^(r^^ti^*-/ dhtj 

7 . v 
_ . ; -0 ■T-C*^ ^^iX^Ypu^L ,, 

, 7A2^- /^-^‘*^7/ **'*"»''.'^rrxJbpr9$^^, /-*JU flt-W/ 
ulo^. ,'i &■ ‘-^n j-4 ±cz<S1 «/S;, >.*, 

7(!f / A. ?S j S', S, 0^4—<_ ^ ^ J 


